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REVIEWS AND BOOK NOTICES. 

Ausfiihrliche Grammatik der lateinischen Sprache von Dr. 
Raphael Kuhner, Band I, Elemental--, Formen- und 
Wortlehre, Neubearbeitet von Dr. Fr. Holzweissig, pp. 
XVI-1127, Band II, Satzlehre, von Dr. Carl Stegmann, 
T. 1 pp. XII-S28, T. 2 VIII-738, Hahnsche Buchhandlung, 
Hannover, 1912-1914. I. 24 M. brosch., 26 geb., II 1 , 18 
M. brosch., 20 M. geb., II 2 , 16.50 M. brosch., 18.50 geb. 

A new edition of this important work is most welcome. 
The publishers in their announcement refer to it as "die 2. 
vollstandig neu bearbeitete und erweiterte Auflage ". That it 
lives up to one part of the title, "erweiterte", may be seen 
from the fact that Vol. I has been enlarged from 767 pages to 
1 143, Vol. II, 1 from 639 to 840 and II, 2 from 551 to 746, a 
total of 2729 pages, an increase of 772 pages, 376 on Forms, 
396 on Syntax. 

When a work has assumed such encyclopedic proportions 
as those indicated above, a detailed review would manifestly 
lead far afield. Mindful, therefore, of the limitations of time 
and space, and owing to the fact that the reviewer had already 
forwarded to the Editor an extensive list of corrections and 
additions to the first part 1 of Vol. II of which due acknowl- 

1 A few additional notes may here be added : p. 88 Pluralis Modestiae : 
the "Editorial We" is also found in Lucil. IS, Si, 386, 1024, Lucr. 4. 
383, 643, 742, 1037, Varro L. L. 8. 26; 9. 38; 67 etc., Auct. Her. 1. 18. P. 
256 " macti nur Plin. N. H. 2. 54 " (cited in I, p. 547 as " Plin. 2. c. 9 " ! 
However, the Editor adds: "made mit der Var. macti"). The form 
should be made ; cf . Schmalz Antib. s. v, and Wunsch, Rhein. Mus. 69 
(1914) p. 127 f. P. 316 Intentus "seit Livius c. dat." (as in the 1st. ed.), 
but cf . Sail. lug. 76. 2 : 89. 3 : 94. 5. It is also found in Verg. A. 7. 380. 
P. 338 Incumbere, with ad, also Cic. Cat. 4. 4, Pomp. 19, ad Q. Fr. 1. I. 
11, ad Att. 1. 19. 4: 2. 16. 3; with in, also: Fam. 10. 1. 2; 5. 2; 14. 2; 
Att. 3. 15. 3 ; 23. s : 5- 13- 3 : XV. 25 ; Q, Fr. 3. 8. 6 ; cf . further Lease, 
A. J. P., XXVIII, p. 50. P. 630 et ipse: also found in Lucr. 6. 7, Tib. 1. 
9. 39; 10. 23, Prop. 3. 24. 11 : 4. 9. 4, Ovid Met. 6. 3, Her. 21. 227, A. A. 
2. 213, Rem. Am. 615. P. 686 add : mains videri Ovid Met. 7. 639 (cf. 
Pont. 1. 5. 17 maior scribere). P. 692 Cano c. Ace. et inf. but one pas- 
sage cited ; cf . also Liv. 1. 7. 10 : 2. 42. 10 : 5. 15. 4 : 7, 6. 3 : 30. 28. 2 ; 
5 : 39. 46. 4. P. 811. 3 Forsan : to the passages cited in A. J. P. XXVIII. 
p. 45 add: Sil. 6. 507: 15, 375; 393: 16. 517, Val. Fl. 3. 518, Stat. Th. 1. 
428; 472: 10, 702, Silv. 1. 36. 2: 2. 3. 63; 6. 101: 3. 4. 10: 5- 2. 153; 3. 
69 ; 185. Note the frequency with which this form was used by Sen. 
Trag, Stat., and Mart., each using it ten times. P. 826 nee non et : cf. 
also Lease, A. J. P. XXX, p. 302 f . and add : Stat. Ach. 2. 249 ; Auson. 
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edgement had been made (cf. II 2 , p. IV and 632 f.), he has 
taken the second part, II, 2, as his special province and has 
restricted himself to a few selected portions in this wide do- 
main. 

It may be prefaced in a general way that Kiihner's Latin 
Grammar was a good book and that the editors have made it 
better. By bringing its great wealth of information 1 into 
accord with the results of recent investigations (since 1878) 
the editors have rendered the cause of classical scholarship a 
valuable service. The revised edition with its 1586 pages de- 
voted to Syntax unquestionably contains the most exhaustive 
discussion that we now have of the raison d' etre of the prin- 
cipal usages of Latin Syntax, of their manifold ramifications, 
their incipient stages 2 and later development down to the time 
of Tacitus. The editor has further increased our obligations 
by the extensive additions he has made to the lists of citations, 
thus placing at our disposal a more complete record, particu- 
larly in the classical realm, than is to be found in any other 
work. When an editor has given us so much and so much 
that is good, criticisms seem decidedly ungracious. But the 
fact remains and cannot be disregarded that the demands of 
modern scholarship are such that the task of covering with 
thoroughness and completeness so extensive a field 3 is far too 



103, c. 4 (P.), Prud. Ps. 559, S. 1. 50: Per. 1. 10: 5. 485: 10. 1024: 14. 5 
Note also that on p. 796, " ne konfirm." is also found in Cic. Att, 7. 4. 
3 ne ego; 14, 14. 5 ne nos; 15. 11. 3 ne multa; Fam. 7. 30. 1 ne tu, and 
on p. 256 read Hor. S. 1. 2. 31 ; p. 319, c read C. 3. 8. 19; p. 679, ftn. 1 
read Lease Archiv XI, and p. 792, line 9 read Liv. 2. 33. 8. It may also 
be added that the " Gen. Comparationis ", cited in II. 1, p. 469, for 
Vitr. 1. 5. 4 is extremely doubtful; see Morgan, Addresses and Essays, 
p. 200. 

1 The numbering of the main sections in the old edition has in general 
been preserved in the new, except that one, § 248 Prosarythmus und 
Klauselgesetz, has been added. 

2 Those, however, of the Moods and Tenses and the Cases, preceded 
by an extended discussion of the fundamental principles underlying the 
origin of each and followed by a detailed account of their frequency of 
usage, have been treated with greater fullness by Bennett in his two 
volumes on the Syntax of Early Latin (1912-1914). 

3 The larger the fiejd, the greater the liability to errors, both of 
omission and commission The editor himself, by the addition of over 
five pages of corrections to II, 1. (cf. II. 2, pp. 632 f.) bears witness to 
this fact. Further evidence is presented, p. 80 supra. The latest texts 
were in general used, but Lachmann's Lucilius (1876) was used in II. I, 
instead of Marx's (1904). So also on pp. 113 and 462 the references 
should be to Vahlen 2 Sc. 355, and Sc. 308. On p. 209, 2a account was not 
taken of the reading of Meusel, B. C. 3. 55. 1, and of the readings of 
the latest texts of Livy in II, 1, p. 2, Anm., II, 2 pp. 20, 121, 147, 151, 
154, 1. 12, 287, 1. 8, 507, 513, 562. Some omissions are also to be found 
in the references to the latest treatment of certain subjects, as e. g. II. 
1, p. 11, F. G. Moore, Trans. Am. Phil. Assn., 1903, p. 9; p. 307, F. 
Solmsen, Zur Gesch. des Datiys, Z. V. Spr., XLIV, pp. 61-223, Fay, 

6 
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great for one man to undertake. For him there awaits the 
eulogy of Phaethon. It need hardly be said, therefore, that 
the term, ' vollstandig ' can no more be applied with accuracy 
to the lists of citations in the second edition than it could to 
those in the first. 1 One defect, and one easily remedied, is the 
fact that a distinction was not always made between lists that 
are complete and those that are not, with the result that an 
entirely erroneous impression is often made. Inasmuch as 
one frequently finds prefixed to a list " wie " or " z. B.", and such 
words appended as " u. oft ", " u. sonst ", " u. a ", etc., occa- 
sionally complete statistics given (e. g. II, i, p. 711, II, 2, pp. 
57, 257, 277, 343, 356, etc.), or a footnote reference indicating 
where a complete list can be found, the impression is inevi- 
tably made that where such expressions are not used the lists 
given are complete. Bennett's two volumes on the Syntax of 
Early Latin (a third is promised) show how incomplete are 

Class. Quart. V (191 1), p. 85 f., Glotta, II, pp. 160-181, Gustafson, De 
Dativo Latino, 1904 ; p. 496, ftn. 3 : Wolfflin, Archiv XII, p. 384, Pfister, 
Rhein. Mus. 67 (1912), pp. 195-208; p. 664 H, V. Canter, The Infinitive 
Constructions in Livy, 1906 ; p. 720, A. R. Anderson, The Exclamatory 
Infin., Class. Rev. IX (1904), p. 60; II 2, p. 29 / nunc. Lease, A. J. P. 
XIX, p. 59 f . ; p. 35. 3 Archiv XV, p. 165 ; p. 372, ftn. I, Glotta, I, 
p. 245, Archiv V, p. 149 and id. ftn. 3 : Archiv V, p. 567, Skutsch, Bphw., 
1900, p. 469; p. 391, Archiv XIII, p. 204; p. 451, Steele, Trans. Am. 
Phil. Assn., 1902, p. 72 ; p. 468, b Schmalz, Glotta, V (1913) , p. 270 ; p. 
514 Numne, Lease, A. J. P. XX, p. 62; p. 624 Anm. 1, Lease to Livy 2 , 
Intr. § 23, Postgate, Class. Rev. 20, p. 461, Brodribb, ib. 24, p. 13. and 25, 
p. 104, H. Bornecque, Les Clausules metr. Lat. 1907. Shipley, CI. Phil, 
VI (1910), p. 410 f. See further, p. 85 infra. 

Note also the following typographical errors: II, 2, p. 21, read Liv. 
21. 41. 13; p. 79, 1. 15 Trasumennum; p. 89 ftn. 1 Die obige, etc.; p. 
207, Liv. 21. 35. 2 concursabant : p. 209 Liv. 34. 17. 8 (p. 287, Liv. 21. 
6.3= ?) ; p. 368, end, erumpamus; p. 374, Liv. 22. 39. 10: pp. 385 and 
445 Anm. 1, Schmalz Synt.*; p. 441 Cic. Fam. 13. 71 tamen, etsi; p. 
444, Anm. 3, 1. 2 tametsi ; (p. 545. Liv. 22. 1. 8= ?) ; p. 573, ftn. 1, Lind- 
say ; p. 641, Tenney Frank ; p. 645, Lease, neque : the ; p. 687 dico ut, II, 
221 f. ; p. 710 ob, c. ace, 530 ff.. and in II, 1, p. 93, Anm. I read Bennett ; 
p. 712, 1. 4, Anm, 23. Another feature that might have received greater 
attention is the variations of the poetical from the prose usage. Wet- 
more's Lexica to Vergil and to Catullus (neither of which was used) 
could have been consulted with profit. One also misses from the list 
of works used (II, 2, p. 638 f.) mention of Lodge's Lexicon Plautinum 
(A-H). Note also, p. 720 quaeso ut, II, p. 217c!, and p. 732 teneo, end, 
764b. 

1 The editor himself has taken occasion to point out (Vorwort, p. IV) 
the impropriety in the use of this word in referring to the first edition. 
After quoting Landgraf's reference to it as one in which the classical 
usage was "vollstandig verzeichnet ■", and remarking that the treatises 
of Lebreton and others have shown how incomplete its lists were, he 
adds that he himself has taken pains to make them more complete 
("vielfache Erganzungen und reicheres Material zu geben"). The 
character of the supplementary lists (II, 2, p. 632 f.) is additional evi- 
dence that the editor has made an effort to supply its deficiencies in 
this respect. 
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the citations in this field. Even in the classical realm 1 
("durchaus im Vordergrunde") the collections which the 
reviewer had on hand show that in the two parts of Vol. II 
there is a similar lack of completeness, particularly for the 
usage of Cicero (rhetorical and epistolary works), of Ovid, 
and of Livy. Of course, completeness of citation for every 
usage is from the nature of the case neither possible nor 
desirable. But there can be no doubt that the value of the 
book would have been greatly increased, if in every instance 
lists that were merely illustrative had been clearly indicated. 
A few syntactical details have been selected for comment — 
" difficilius est exitum quant principium invenire ". 

P. 14, 7 -que " an einsilbige Wortchen " : should be " an ein- 
silbige Partikeln ", as idque, nteque, teque, reque, etc. are of 
not infrequent occurrence. Passages from Cicero showing 
how aque was avoided (as Fam. 2. 16. 1 a meque), abque (as 
Tusc. 5. 94 ab iisque), adque (as Fin. 3. 72 ad easque), obque 
(as Att. 6. 2. 9 ob eamque) etc. might well have been noted. 

P. 15 Atque "selten vor Konsonanten ", as in the first edi- 
tion : the consonant, the author, his period, should all be taken 
into consideration ; e. g. in Sallust atque is used before con- 
sonants more, often (184 times) than ac (131), and in every 
writer atque before gutturals is more common than ac: for 
details see Lease, Stud, in Honor of Gildersleeve, p. 416 f. and 
Class. Phil. Ill (1908), p. 304. 

P- 35- 3 Que ■ • • Que '• with substantives also found in Lucil. 
37< io 33» I22 9> 1290, Hor. A. P. 199, 214 (Correct also Schmalz 
Synt. 4 , p. 498). 

P. 38 Nee vor Vokalen : 7 cited for Vergil ; add A. 2. 491 ; 
11. 382; 801 ; 12. 207, before h: G. 3. 216, A. 2. 584; 12. 630. 
In Vergil, nee before vowel =14, before cons. =435. 

P. 98 Tamen, with concessive particle omitted: Ovid's 
usage is so striking it ought to have been noted : he uses it 
almost 7 times (478) as often as Verg. (38), Hor. (25), and 
Tib. (6) combined. Ovid also uses Et tamen 16 times, Vergil 
once (A. 3. 478). 

P. 113 Namque: before a consonant is also found in Naev. 

1 Though the author disclaims any intention of writing an Historical 
Grammar, the fact remains that in many instances he has treated sub- 
jects in this manner. Elimination of such matter (we have Schmalz), 
curtailment of that devoted to the Syntax of Early Latin (we have 
Bennett), and concentration upon the Syntax of the Classical period, 
(always remaining as the chief center of our studies) together with a full 
and complete treatment of the usage of the writers of this period, both 
in prose and in poetry, would have satisfied a long felt want. Such a 
book is still a great desideratum. As we are soon to have three 
volumes on the Syntax of Early Latin, let us hope that these are but 
the precursor of three volumes on the Syntax of Classical Latin, to be 
followed (the dawn of the syntactical millennium) by three volumes on 
the Later Development of Latin Syntax. 
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Trg. 41 n. ludere (Enn. tr. 370= Sc. 355 (V 2 )), Caecil. 278. 
" An zweiter Stelle " : 5 are cited in Verg. followed by " u. 6 " ! 
There are only two more (A. 10.401,815). For A. 3, 379 
read 8. 497. 

P. 148 Proinde: with an imperative: also Livy 2. 12. 10: 3. 
45. 7: 21. 18. 12. Note its use in Cic. Att. 2. 9. 2 proinde isti 
licet faciant; with a fut. ind. in 3. 13. 1, Plin. min. 9. 29. 2; 
with a fut. inf. Val. Max. 4. 1. 10, lust. 31. 7. 6; with a pres. 
ind. Plin. Min. 6. 12. 5: 7. 1. 2; 17. 14; 27. 15. Note also p. 
adnitendum est, 2. 9. 2 and p. quid cessatis? 6. 20. 10. (but one 
passage was cited in Plin. Min.). "Curt." is mentioned, but 
no passages cited: with pres. ind. 4. 15. 8: 9. 3. 5: 10. 9. 3: 6. 
3. 11 omittenda sunt, and 3. 5. 13; 5. 9. 8 pres. subj. With 
the imperat. subj.: none cited in Livy: cf. 1. 9. 4; 16. 7; 39, 
3: 6. 39. 11 : 21. 22. 6; 30. n: 25. 38. 21 : 26. 22. 7: 28. 32. 12. 

Pp. 256-267 and 372 f . : the treatment of the particles quin, 
quominus, dum, donee, and quoad is far from being complete. 1 

P. 294 Ut qui " c. coni. mit Ausnahme von Tac. G. 22. 1 " : 
but there is a nest of indicatives in Ovid Ibis 371 f. The ind. 
is also found in Val. Max. 2. 7. 9: 5. 4. 1, and Apul. De Plat. 
2. 22. (but in Apol. 70. the subj.) Note that Schmalz Synt. 4 
p. 535 refers to utpote qui with the indie, in Apul. Ascl. 2. 
This example, however, is extremely doubtful, as the verb is 
found in Or. Obi., and especially in view of the fact that in 
Ascl. 6, 8, 75 and 2,7 the subj. is used with this combination. 

P. 302, 4 priusquam ut: also found in Plaut. Most. 867, 
Ter. Hec. 262, Cic. Lig. 34, Att. 8, 11 D, 5, Fam. 13. 1. 6, Livy 
26.26.7: 35. 11. 5: 40.47.5. 

P. 385 non quin : also found in Cic. Fam. 13. 16. 3 : 16. 24. 
1, Q. Fr. 1. 1. 15, Att. 8. 11 D, 7: 10. 7. 1 : 12. 47. 2, De Or. 2. 
295, Or. 227, Livy 2. 15. 2: 32. 32. 6 (Cf. quin non: Plaut. 
Merc. 322, Most. 599. Cic. Att. 5. 11. 6: 8. 11 D. 3, Cels. 109. 
17 (D.). 

P. 443 Licet with impf. subj. : to the passages cited in A. J. 
P. XXI (1901), p. 454 add: Varro L. L. 7. 2; Stat. Silv. 5. 
123, Plac. Stat. Th. 1. 143: 4. 515: 6. 461: 10. 385; 420: 11. 
473; with plpf. subj.: Th. 2.453: 3. 118. Licebit (concess.) : 
Ovid not cited; cf. Met. 2. 58: 13. 862; Trist. 5. 14. 3 all with 
tamen added, and Am. 2. 11. 53, Her. 20. 71, Met. 8. 755; 14. 
355, Pont. 3. 4. S3 all without tamen. In Lucan, also found in 
8. 629. Licet with a participle, also : Sen. Contr. 1. 5. 5, Apul. 
Flor. 35. 15 (H.), and with abl. abs. : Ovid Fast. 4. 779, Mart. 
1. 7. 1. 

P. 597 The use of -que at the end of a clausula : cf . Lease, 
A. J. P. XXX (1909), p. 307 

'E. g. dum with pres. ind. : 7 are cited for Cicero's Letters, but there 
are 27 (8 also omitted in Rhet.) ; donee : 8 cited for Livy, but there are 
109; quoad. 1 cited for Livy, but there are 25, etc. 
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P. 624 Anm. 1, "Heroische Klauseln von Cicero im allge- 
meinen gemieden " : as no mention is made of the usage of 
other writers and of Cicero except in the Speeches, no atten- 
tion given to the longer (4-6 ft.) clausula and to the use of 
the last half of the pentameter, the following details x are sup- 
plied. For the sake of clearness and brevity the tabular form 
of presentation has been adopted, and as a unit of measure 
the Teubner page has been used. 



Authors. 


**4 


W 


n 


10 


*o 


u 

OJ 
V 

s 

B 

E4 




H 


to 

<U 

bo 
a 


Relative Frequency. 


Cicero, Rhet 

Speeches. 
Phil 

Ad Att. . 
Ad Fam. 


10 

77 
19 
31 
17 
58 
19 
46 
18 
19 
17 
13 
5 
24 


6 

30 
1 
8 


20 
9 
13 
13 
12 
12 

4 
2 

IS 


3 

1 
6 

16 
2 

5 
6 
3 
3 
1 
1 
7 


3 

1 
6 


7 
2 

3 
3 

2 
1 
4 


2 





2 

3 
1 
1 

3 


2 


I 

I 
I 

5 
7 
3 
5 
3 
2 

5 
2 

6 


25 
107 

23 
52 
22 
1 10 
38 
70 

44 
39 
40 
22 
9 
58 


569 
l608 
IOOI 

560 

557 

340 

113 

121 

67 

59 

64 

55 

50 

525 


I in 22.4 pages. 
1 in 15 pages. 
1 in 43.5 pages. 
1 in 10.8 pages. 
1 in 25.3 pages. 
1 in 3.1 pages. 
1 in 3 pages. 
1 in 1.7 pages. 
1 in 1.5 pages. 
1 in 1.5 pages. 
1 in 1.6 pages. 
1 in 2.5 pages. 
1 in 5.5 pages. 
1 in 9.1 pages. 






Bk. XXI.. 
Bk. XXII. 
Bk.XL. .. 
Bk. XLV . 


Total 


373 


145 


54 


32 


14 


4i 


659 


5689 


1 in 8.6 pages. 





Notes. 

1. In Cicero's complete works the heroic clausula was used 
221 times (Rhet. 24, Sp. 107, Phil. 22, Lett. 68) in 4295 pages; 
rate, 1 in 18.7 pp. He avoids this clausula with greater regu- 
larity in his philos. works, and uses it with greater freedom in 
writing to his friend Atticus than to his other correspondents. 
In his youthful production, De Inv., he used these forms more 
freely, 1 in 15 pp., than in the De Or., 1 in 22.3 pp. The 
rhetorician Seneca felt no such reluctance to the use of these 
cadences. 

2. Livy's usage stands forth conspicuously in his fondness 
for these clausulae. In his latest book, however, the contrast 
between his atttitude and that of Cicero is not so marked: 
Bk. I., in 1.5 pp., Bk. XLV, 1 in 5.5 pp. 

3. Sallust's extensive usage (Cat., lug.) of this clausula is 
only another point of resemblance between his style and that 

1 For the usage of Cicero in his Speeches cf. Zielinski, Phil. Supl. IX, 
p. 751, His tables do not show Cicero's use of 4-6 hexameter feet, or 
of the pentameter cadence. 



86 AMERICAN JOURNAL OF PHILOLOGY. 

of Livy. See further Lease, Livy 2 , §§47-49. Cf. also note 

5 infra. 

4. The attitude of Nepos and that of Caesar * to the use 
of these clausulae is practically the same. 

5. The pentameter clausula was most frequently used by 
Livy and Sallust, least frequently by Cicero and Sen. rhet. 

6. A complete hexameter verse was used as a clausula 
twice by Cicero and twice by Caesar (cf. ftn.) ; by Nepos 
3 times (14. 4. 2: 23. 7. 1 ; 10. 3), Sail, once (Cat. 40. 3), by 
Livy 4 (1. 28. 4: 22. 14. 6; 24. 12; 33. 4; also 21. 49. 3 spon- 
daic), by Sen. rhet. twice (Contr. 5 exc. (p. 279 K.), 9 exc. 2 
(p. 451 K.). It may be added also that Livy in 22. 50. 10 has 
at the beginning of a sentence an hexameter verse and a half ; 
in the middle, an hexameter in 21. 9. 3; 35. 12; 49. 11; so 
Sail. C. 19. 5 ; J. 5. 1, and Cic. Acad. 2. 122. More remarkable 
is the use of a complete Elegiac distich (complexi . . . acies) 
in Cic, De Or. 3. 20. 

In conclusion it is to be remarked that there can be no doubt 
that in the new edition " plura nitent " and that it is worthy 
of a prominent place in the working library of every student 
of the Latin language and of its syntactical problems. 

Emory B. Lease. 

College of the City of New York. 

'In Cicero, 6 ft. = 2 (Inv. 1. 109, P. O. 133) ; 5 ft. = 10 (Inv. 1. 56. 
De Or. 2. 314, Top. 73, Att. 1. 18. 8; 26. 2: 3. 15. 5: 7. 12. 4: 9. 13. 4: 
12. 40. 6, Acad. 2. 80) ; 4 ft. =9 (De Or. 2. 18; 109; Att. 1. 1. 1 ; 8. 
12 B. 1; 9. 18. 1: 10. 18. 2: 11. 10. 1: 17a, 1, Off. 3. 69). In Caesar, 

6 ft. = 2 (B. C. 1. 46. 1 : 58. 2 (B. G. 5. 57- 3 Meusel)) ; 5 ft. = 7 d- 40. 
6: 2. 5. 5; 31. 3; 5. 57. 3: 7. 78. 2, B. C. 1. 28. 2: 3. 79. 6). It may be 
added that from the point of view of the clausula there was little differ- 
ence between the usage of the B. G. and the B. C. The clausula of 
5 ft. was also found in Nepos twice (7. 6. 5; 8. 3), 9 times in Livy (1. 
IS. 2; 22. 6; 55. 1: 21. 18. 5; 40. 10; 49. 9: 40. 5. 8; 32. 7: 45. 16. 2 and 
i- 35- 5 spondaic), and 4 in Sen. rhet. (Contr. Pr. 2; 1. 1. 13: 10. 2. 12; 
5- 14). 



Antigonos Gonatas. William Woodthorpe Tarn. Claren- 
don Press, Oxford, 1913. 

It was a happy chance that Mr. Tarn's account of the ancient 
Balkan States was published when these kingdoms were the 
centre of interest in the modern world. Our modern histori- 
ans do not permit us to say that history repeats itself, but 
there are some remarkable coincidences in the two eras 
although they are separated by more than twenty centuries. 
The " balance of power " was fought for again and again on 
the battlefields of Europe and Asia. The value of the su- 
premacy of the seas was demonstrated in no uncertain way 



